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Summary: This is the publication of a fragmentary list of men inscribed on a reused 
marble block now in the Bodrum Museum (inv. no. 6665; I. Halik. *291). From the letter-
forms a date in the first part of the 3rd century BC is suggested. Assessing the type of 
the inscription proves difficult. The varying letterforms, the ethnics of the men, and the 
syntax lead one to consider a list of proxenoi. But, if that is correct, the text could not 
then originate from Halikarnassos, since it mentions one Halikarnasseus (a man who by 
definition could not obtain proxeny in his own city). Alternatively, the ethnics could 
reflect the composition of a group of mercenaries, perhaps as part of the Ptolemaic gar-
rison stationed in Halikarnassos. The character of the fragmentary list remains open to 
interpretation. 

Introduct ion 

The inscription published here for the first time presents a riddle in sev-
eral ways. Its finding place is listed as Bodrum and it is kept in Bodrum 
Museum (inv. no. 6665. I. Halik. *291. Fig. 1).1 It is obviously part of a list 

 
1 This article forms part of the prolegomena to a corpus of the inscriptions of Halikar-

nassos, in preparation by Jan-Mathieu Carbon, Poul Pedersen and me, and reflects 
our teamwork. (References to the corpus included here with a provisional number-
ing that follows the inventory of McCabe, Packard Humanities Institute, like for the 
present inscription I. Halik. *291; NB these numbers are liable to change) We owe 
sincere gratitude to the General Directorate of Monuments and Museums in Ankara 
for its generous permission concerning the work of the Danish Halikarnassos Project 
and are deeply grateful to the directorate and the staff of Bodrum Museum for their 
unfailing help and support. 
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of men. The list was inscribed by multiple hands. The support was re-
worked for secondary use and what is left of the inscription is a neat, 
rectangular and narrow cut, from the middle of the list – or possibly from 
one of several columns of a larger list. Luckily the extant vertical band 
reveals most of the ethnics of the listed men; their names or father’s 
names are more seldom or more partially preserved. Among the entries, 
a group of Rhodians stand out due to their number, letterforms, and syn-
tax.  

This contribution is a presentation of the inscription and an attempt 
to date it, mainly from the letterforms. Finally, it offers a first discussion 
of the text’s character and historical context. Definite answers have not 
yet been found but one can be confident that a publication in the present 
context will further the discussion. On a personal level, I am grateful for 
this opportunity to present the riddle to the honorand, as a token of my 
respect and friendship.  

The  Support  

The stone is a large block of medium grained, white marble with bluish-
grey areas.2 The left part of the underside is broken but the right side of 
the block is preserved up to its full height of ca. 97 cm. The largest pre-
served width measured on the upper surface is 35.5 cm. The thickness of 
the block is 22.3-22.7 cm in its present state. 

The block can be presumed to have originally had a rectangular shape. 
It was later reworked for secondary use as a double half-column for a 
window or a balustrade in a church or in a similar context. The top of the 
block and the central part of the front have clear remains of the original 
surface. The top surface has extensive toolmarks from a pointed chisel. 
About half of the underside is broken off and the remaining part is irreg-
ularly worn, with some traces from a pointed chisel or a pickaxe, pre-
sumably from being reworked for secondary use. The upper surface has 
a square dowel-hole (2x3.2 cm and 3.7 cm deep) showing that the block 
in its original context formed part of an architectural structure of some 
sort, perhaps the facing side of an ante (Fig. 2). The carefully cut dowel-

 
2 Poul Pedersen made the description of the support. 
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hole points to a late Classical or Hellenistic date. If the dowel-hole was 
originally placed midway in relation to the width of the block, it can be 
estimated that the block originally measured ca. 44.1 cm in width. 

When reworked into a double half-column, the stone received a 
slightly projecting horizontal band about 5.5-6 cm in width along its up-
per side and ca. 6.5-7 cm in width along its underside. The upper and the 
lower bands are connected by a 10.5-11 cm wide band running down the 
middle of the front. This original part of the front bears the remains of 
an inscription. The front was smoothed before being inscribed but shows 
no clear tool marks. The secondary reworking to the left and right of the 
inscribed band was done with both a point and a rough toothed chisel. 

A raised band about 12.5-13 cm in width is also found on the back of 
the stone. The back of the stone appears to consist of an entirely re-
worked surface and therefore the original thickness of the stone may 
have been larger than at present. 

Surface  and Layout  

The surface bearing the inscription is smoothed, as stated above, but it 
also has some special features that must be kept in mind in relation to 
layout, letterforms and interpretation of the text. The upper horizontal 
band forms in the middle part of the original surface of the front of the 
block but due to the damage from the process of preparation for its sec-
ondary use, lines 1-4 were nearly obliterated. The original level of the 
surface continues in the first part of the vertical band running down the 
middle of the front, carrying lines 5-17. This part appears carefully 
smoothed, but not quite even, possibly as a consequence of the cautious 
erasure of an earlier inscription by grinding and polishing. There are 
scarce, faint traces of letters that do not belong to the main inscription 
and some letters in the margin. After the first 17 lines of the inscription, 
the face is cut back and continues at a slightly lower level. It is likely that 
an inscription was removed by that action and that lines 18-38 replaced 
it. The break and the start at a new level coincide with a shift in lettering. 



SIGNE ISAGER  120 

Letterforms –  dat ing  

An approximative dating of the inscription can only be attempted from 
letterforms. This is difficult in the best cases and here there is an added 
difficulty in being confronted by multiple hands – different in style 
though probably closely contemporary. Conservatively, estimates of the 
dating range from the end of the 4th to early 2nd century BC. 

As a base for the dating and interpretation from letterforms, two 
larger sections of the inscription - each undoubtedly cut in a single hand 
- will be described in detail. One is from the original level (lines 8-16) and 
one from the cut back, lower level (lines 22-37), which we a priori assume 
must be the later. The other lines will be described summarily and as 
need be for a possible interpretation. 

 
Hand of lines 8-16  
These lines were cut in an easy hand and with ample space between let-
ters.  The ends of the letters have tiny or no serifs. Height of delta, line 9: 
ca. 1 cm. While it is interesting that each short line ends with the same 
word (Ῥοδίωι) this also leads to the absence of potentially characteristic 
letters like ΕΘΞΠΨ that might have facilitated the dating. 

Alpha: The crossbar is straight or slightly bowed. 
Nu: The right vertical ends just above the baseline.  
Omicron: The letter varies in size and position and is often larger than 

the omega. 
Rho: The characteristic letter has a loop of moderate size that ends 

obliquely, slightly more than halfway down the vertical. 
Sigma: Only one occurs. Its lower bar is horizontal while the upper 

diverges slightly upwards. 
Phi: Only one occurs in the main text. Its body is of moderate size, and 

nearly circular, its lower part slightly less rounded. (The margin of lines 
14 and 15 might each have a small phi with a torpedo-formed body). 

Omega: The characteristic omega is short and generally rests on the 
baseline, a combination which might point to a later date, but which does 
already occur, albeit not as a general trait, in some of the early inscrip-
tions from Halikarnassos (e.g. I. Halik. *1 (5th century BC, 2. quarter); *312 
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(394/3-382/1?)3, and *17 (279/8 or shortly after). The rounded part is 
quite open at the bottom where it ends in short or moderate horizontal 
strokes without serifs or with slightly thickened ends. 
 
The lines above the section 8-16. 
The letters of lines 1-4 are nearly obliterated. They appear smaller than 
those below (epsilon line 2: 0.6 cm). It seems that xi (line 3) is three-
barred, like certainly in line 21. Lines 5-7: The phi of line 6 has a broad 
and slender body, quite unlike the one in line 13. Line 7 was cut more 
deeply than the others, probably either to correct a cutter’s error or to 
reuse some parts from an earlier inscription. Apart from that the letters 
of line 7 look much like those of the section 8-16 and it is not possible to 
decide, if lines 1-7 are of the same hand as the section 8-16, but it seems 
unlikely that at least lines 1-4 belong to the same batch as lines 8-16.  
 
Hand of lines 22-37 
Lines 22-37 were cut in one, firm hand, and clearly differ in style from 
the section 8-16. Generally, the letters are broad and solid with mostly 
moderate serifs. Height of lambda in line 26: ca. 1.3 cm. 

Alpha: The crossbar is straight. 
Epsilon: The middle horizontal is short, the outer ones rather long 

(like occasionally in *22). 
Kappa: The lower oblique does not reach the baseline. 
Mu: the outer bars diverge, the v is not deep. Once, in line 25, the right 

outer bar ends in a slightly downwards-pointing stroke which connects 
it to the following letter.  

Nu: The second vertical of the generally broadish letter does not 
touch the baseline. 

Xi: The letter is four-barred, the central horizontal closer to the upper 
one and slightly shorter than the other two (like in *312, above note 3).  

Omicron: The letter varies considerably in size. 
Rho: The size of the loop varies from moderate to very large (line 28).  
Sigma: The outer bars diverge and have emphatic serifs, or they are 

nearly parallel. 
Upsilon: The branches open widely and curve. 

 
3 Ed.pr. Carbon, Isager & Pedersen 2021. 
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Omega: The letter has the same height or is slightly shorter than the 
other letters, and moderately open at the bottom where it ends in long 
horizontal strokes (cf. *22). 
 
The lines between the two sections and the last line (17-22 right, and 38) 
Line 17, the last line at the original level of the surface, is cramped in 
terms of space and its two final letters look rather unlike the rest, maybe 
recut.  Line 18 is the first line we read at the new level (2-3 mm deeper 
than the level above). The line has more space, high letters (pi: 1.4 cm) 
and it was cut much more deeply than the letters of the other lines. Pi: 
The right vertical is straight and short. Sigma: the upper outer bar di-
verges from the horizontal lower one. Theta: The letter has a dot at its 
centre. Omega: Its rounded part is rather large. Line 19 has smaller let-
ters, but nu and rho point to the style of section 22-37. Lines 20, 21, and 
the right half of line 22 are smaller still, more like lines 1-4. Xi in 21 is 
three-barred, like probably in line 3 (but not in 23). Line 38: A small epsi-
lon is followed by a few letters, that are larger, but lower than in 22-37. 
It is not possible to decide about the hand. 

To conclude on letterforms, no obvious parallel especially to the sec-
ond section (22-37) is known to us from Halikarnassos, but there is no 
other comparable list that has come to light there until now. In its firm 
character the lower section rather compares to the treaty between Lat-
mos and Pidasa, dated as early as 323-313/2 BC. Among Halikarnassian 
inscriptions, both sections have features in common with *312; *17; *121; 
*22, which could mean a date in the early part of the 3rd century BC. It 
seems logical to assume that the upper part (with lines 8-16) was gener-
ally entered before the lower one (with lines 23-37), not least because of 
the difference in level. But this is not necessarily the case. The surface of 
the upper part bears scarce traces of an earlier inscription. Several lines 
differ from the two sections in size, being in smaller, elegant letters and 
by having a three barred xi, e.g. 20, 21, and the right half of 22.4 The en-
tire inscription may be dated to the first half of the 3rd century BC, but 
the margin of error allowed by the letterforms as well as the inherently 
composite and complex character of the text is wide. 

 
4 It cannot be excluded that a vertical was added to the small xi in painting only. 
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IHal ikarnassos  *291  

Based on autopsy, photos, and a squeeze 
— — — — — — — — — — — — 

 [— — — —] uncertain traces [— —] 
 [— — — —] Ἀ̣λ̣ε̣ξ̣α̣ν̣δρ̣̣[- — —] 
 [— — — — -]δρ̣̣εὺς Ἀλεξαν̣[δρ- — —]   
 [— — — — Π]οσε̣ι̣δ[̣- —]/ΛΥ\[— —] 
5 [— — — ?Καλ]ύμνιος̣ [— —] 
 [— — — — —] Ἀμ̣φικλ̣ῆς̣ Κ̣[— —]    
 [— — — — — -]στ̣ου Ἀκαρ̣ν̣[άν —] 
 [— — — — — -]ου Ῥοδίωι vv [— —]   
 [— — — — — -]ρί̣δα Ῥοδίω[ι — —]   
10 [— — — — — -]ς Ῥοδίωι vvv [— —]   
 [— — — — — Ῥ]οδίωι vvvv [— —]   
 [— — — — — -]νου Ῥοδίωι [— —]   
 [— — — — — -]φάντου Ῥο[δίωι — —]   
 [— — — — —] Ῥ̣οδίωι vvvv \Φ̣/[— —]  
15  [— — — — — -]α Ῥοδίωι vv \Φ̣/[— —]   
 [— — — — — -]ου Ῥοδίωι [— —]   
 [— — — — — Κ]νώ̣σι̣ος [— —]   
 [— — — — — -]ς̣ Πυθίω̣[νος — —] 
 [— — — — — -]νους Κυρη[ναῖος — —] 
20  [— — — — — ] Σωπάτρο[υ—]  
 [— — — — — ] Ἀλεξανδ[ρ — —]  
 [— — — — — ]. Κρὴς Νεο[— —]  
 [— — — — — Ἀ]λεξανδ[ρ- — —] 
 [— — — — — -]ωνίδου Ῥό̣[διος — —]  
25  [— — — — — Ε]ὐρωμεύ[ς — —]  
 [— — — — — -ο]υ̣ Ἁλικαρ[νασσεύς — —] 
 [— — — — — -]νου Κρή[ς — —] 
 [— — — — — Σ]αρδιανό̣[ς — —]  
 [— — — — — -]ς v Ἐρινα[εύς — —] 
 30 [— — — — — -]ς Ἐριναε[ύς — —] 
 [— — — Δημη]τρίου Ἐριν[αεύς — —] 
 [— — — — — -]ου Ἐρινα[εύς — —] 
 [— — — — —] v Ἐριναεύ[ς — —] 
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 [— — — — — Ἰ]δύμιος [— —] 
35 [— — — — — Ἰδ]ύμιος v [— —] 
 [— — — — — -]νου Κα[- — —] 
 [— — — — — Ἀσ]πέ̣ν̣δ[̣ιος 
 [— — — — — —]\Ε/ . Ο̣Ρ̣Υ̣[— — — — ] 
 — — — — — — — — — — — — 

Line  by  l ine  commentary  

To the right of lines 4 and 5 there are traces of letters that do not seem 
to follow the pattern of the lines to the left. These may be additions, cut 
between lines or in empty space to the right. They might also be traces 
of earlier inscription(s). 
Line 3: Ἀλεξα]νδρεὺς Ἀλεξαν[δρεὺς? But it would be odd to have twice 

the ethnic.  
Line 4: Π]οσειδε̣[ίου possibly. 
ΛΥ falls to the right, in the interlinear space. Possibly part of 
[Κα]λύ[μνιος].  

Line 5: ?Καλ]ύ̣μνιο̣ς̣: The squeeze seems to corroborate the reading of a 
final sigma. Alternatively Τ]ύμνιος?  

Line 6: The final kappa is very uncertain. 
Line 7: The line appears deeply cut, probably because it was cut over an 

earlier inscription. Kappa appears cut over an earlier eta. It is followed 
by an alpha and what looks like a lambda with possibly a loop added 
to the left oblique to make it a (stooping) rho. From the foot of the 
right oblique raises a vertical (an iota or left vertical of nu or mu?) 
from the top of which is seen what might be the upper part of an 
oblique for a nu or mu. But it is rather bowed and might not form part 
of the line under discussion. We expect an ethnic in this position and 
the reading Ἀκαρ̣ν̣[άν] is supported by the squeeze which doesn’t 
show the right oblique of the lambda. Alternative: Ἀκαλ̣ι̣[σσεύς]? But 
there is to our knowledge no (other?) Greek evidence for this commu-
nity until the centuries AD. If this line is more deeply cut because it is 
special and the final word a personal name (patronym) and not an 
ethnic (cf. on line 18) there seems to be one possibility, Ἀκαρ̣̣μ̣̣[ομέλ-
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δωνος. The name Akarmomeldon is only attested in a dedicatory in-
scription from Halikarnassos.5 

Line 9: Names ending in -ρίδας are common in Rhodes. 
Lines 14 and 15: In the “vacat” to the right, but not in line with the pre-

ceding letters, what looks like a smaller phi. 
Line 18: The first letter, sigma, probably ends a name in the nominative 

case.  
Line 22: Νέο- in smaller letters might not belong to the foregoing Κρὴς 

but to an additional entry. 
Line 36: After the final alpha, there might be a sigma, lambda or delta. 
Κα[λυνδεύς or Κα[λλιπολίτης, would be two possibilities, both Karian 
ethnics.  

Line 38: Below the epsilon of line 37 a small raised epsilon. In larger let-
ters: Ο̣ΡΥ, possibly part of a personal name. 

The  character  of  the  l i s t  

The heading of the inscription, if any, is lost. Maybe it was cut into the 
superposed building block. It might have been quite short, e.g. the men-
tion of an eponym, as is seen in a likewise enigmatic list from Athens 
(391/0 BC).6 With no further details available, the character of the trun-
cated list is thus open for discussion. What is preserved is part of a list of 
men, generally entered with patronym and city ethnic. In most cases 
only the ethnic is preserved or nearly so. The analysis of letterforms 
demonstrates that the names were entered by different cutters, probably 
on different occasions. The letterforms in all entries allow for a date at 
the very end of the fourth or in the first half of the third century BC: ca. 
300-250 BC. At any rate, a terminus ante quem of ca. 220 BC appears to be 
provided by the ethnics Kalymnios and Euromeus (see below).  

Most names were entered in batches and some perhaps individually. 
This is confirmed by the syntax: at least nine Rhodians were, to judge 
from the letterforms (section of upper level), entered contemporane-
ously and by one letter cutter. They were perhaps the only individuals 

 
5 Benndorf & Niemann 1884, 11, no. 2. 
6 Ed.pr. Themos 2009 (SEG 59:99, where it is classified as an honorific decree). 
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that were entered in the dative case. Where it is possible to verify, the 
other names were in the nominative case. Nonetheless, we must assume 
some form of unity in the document since there is no extra space be-
tween any of the lines to mark a new beginning. The dative case of the 
Rhodians places them in the position of receivers or more specifically 
honorands. The names in the nominative must follow suit. At least two 
types of lists would qualify for the above description: a list of proxenoi 
(or new citizens), or a list of mercenaries. These are often the alternatives 
discussed when a headless list of men is discovered.7 An analysis of the 
provenance of the persons who received some sort of honour must first 
be attempted. 

The  home-ci ty  of  the  men l i s ted  

The men listed were predominantly from southwestern Asia Minor (Eu-
romos: 1, Erinaeis: 5, Halikarnassos: 1, Idyma: 2, perhaps Ka[lynda? or 
Ka[llipolis?: 1, Aspendos: 1, Sardis: 1 – being the northernmost city (but 
by the way clearly considered a Greek polis by ca. 330-300 BC). They also 
come from the major islands along the coast (Rhodes: 9-10, Kalymna: 1-
3), but also from further abroad: Krete (3; Knossos is once specified), 
Egypt (Alexandria: probably 4),8 and Libya (Kyrene: 1). One might be from 
Akarnania. 

The home city of the Erinaeis on our list seems likely to be identical 
with that of the unlocated Ἐρινε͂ς who contributed to the Delian League 
in the fifth century and were registered in the Karian district.9  It was 

 
7 E.g., I. Tralleis und Nysa 33, reassessed by L. Robert as a list of mercenaries, not prox-

enoi: cf. Wörrle 2015: 293, Mack 2015: 287 with note 5 ad I. Tralles 33.  See also a re-
cently published proxeny-list from Phigaleia, Themos & Zavvou 2019. 

8 Lines 2; 3; 21; 23. None of the words are completely preserved. That they are eth-
nics and not personal names is an educated guess.  

9 Theoretically, the Erinaieis could be members of the Rhodian deme of that name 
which according to Christian Thomsen was most likely located on the island of 
Rhodes.  But it is unlikely that the five individuals would appear under their Rho-
dian deme-name and not as “Rhodians”, amongst other persons listed by their city 
ethnics, including at least 9 persons called Rhodians. (Christian Thomsen kindly 
shared his thoughts on the Erinaieis with me by e-mail of 24.09.2015) 
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very probably citizens from that city, the Ἐρειναιεῖς, who assisted the 
citizens of Theangela, when they were threatened by the dynast Eupole-
mos. Theangela finally surrendered and an inscription containing the 
treaty concluded between Theangela and its mercenaries on the one 
hand, and Eupolemos on the other is extant, except for its heading. The 
first complete sentence preserved is: “there shall be amnesty for the 
Ereinaieis as well.”  It was Louis Robert who first suggested that these 
Ereinaieis were from a small city in the vicinity of Theangela. The precise 
dating of the treaty is debated, but if we follow Roberta Fabiani it proba-
bly belongs in the first two decades of the 3rd century BC.10  

Kalymna was incorporated as a deme of the Koan state sometime in 
the decade 220-210 BC (cf. IG XII,4 152 with comm.). Euromos was re-
named Philippi during a period of Antigonid rule starting in ca. 221/0 BC 
or somewhat earlier. These data gleaned from the text also support a 
date before this time, more probably ca. 300-250 BC. Idyma, mentioned 
in lines 34-35, became a koinon rather than a polis as a part of its inte-
gration in the Rhodian Peraia. Unfortunately, the date for this political 
change remains unknown but is likely to be anterior to ca. 225 BC).11 

The  reason for  l i s t ing  the  men 

While we must presume that the men on the list were all granted a spe-
cific honour or privilege and that it was the same for all of them, it is not 
necessary, or even probable – considering the difference in lettering and 
thereby most likely in time –, that the motivations and especially the cir-
cumstances for their receiving this honour or privilege were the same. 
The nine Rhodians in the dative case could at some point have served as 
a part of an embassy, a board of judges, negotiators, or arbitrators.12  The 

 
10 Fabiani 2009. Incidentally, the letterforms of the treaty have much in common with 

those of a newly published honorific decree from Halikarnassos, *312 (294-281), 
Carbon, Isager & Pedersen 2021. 

11 Wiemer 2010: 420 and 425.  
12 Incidentally, we know that a similar group of nine Rhodians served as ambassadors 

and judges at Delphi, for which they were granted the status of proxenoi (180/79), 
Mack 2015: Appendix: 5. Delphi, 304-307 with note 26. 
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Rhodians could of course also have been present in Halikarnassos for 
other reasons, e.g. in a military capacity.   

L i s t  o f  proxenoi?  

What is preserved has all the characteristics of a proxeny list.13 All men 
seem listed by their own name, their father’s name and their ethnic. The 
latter is in nearly all cases the city ethnic as expected in a proxeny list. 
One clear exception in the present list is Kretan (Κρής), a regional ethnic 
occurring twice (line 22; line 27), while another person is entered with 
the city ethnic Knossian (Κνώσιος). There are parallels for this e.g. from 
Epidauros in proxeny-lists of the period ca. 260-240 BC where the city 
ethnic Knossian (Κνώσιος) also occurs, while another person, entered as 
proxenos in the period ca. 220-200 BC, was designated with both his eth-
nics, as Κρὴς Κνώσιος.14 The city ethnic Rhodios in the dative occurs to 
our knowledge in no other connection than the honour of proxeny 
and/or citizenship. 

The fact that the names on the list were entered at different occa-
sions, some in batches, some individually, would also match a proxeny 
list. When the Rhodians were entered, the heading would have included 
or implied a formulation like: “... proxenia was given to ...”15 The first line 
at the new level on the stone (18) differs from the rest by being in larger 
letters, more deeply cut, and by having more space. It might be an indi-
vidual entry, but Pythion (or NN son of Pythion) might also be an epo-
nym.16 This line could have laconically stated: Proxenoi under (?xx son 
of) Pythion and been followed by the proxenoi in the nominative case. 

The entries in smaller letters – including perhaps several Alexandri-
ans17 – might (but need not) have been added later where space was 
available. Such additions are also a well-known feature in proxeny lists. 

 
13 For these characteristics see Mack 2015. 
14 Mack 2015: Appendix: 6, Epidauros. 
15 Cf. the earliest proxeny list of the Aitolians, Mack 2015: Appendix: 1. 
16 In Aitolia, the entries were often dated by the strategos.  
17 See above note 9. 
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As noted above, traces of letters to the right of the extant column might 
also be from such additions.18 

The  man from Hal ikarnassos  

There is at least one major obstacle to assuming that this is a proxeny list 
from Halikarnassos itself: among the men listed is a person with the eth-
nic Halikarnassian (line 26). The entry is probably of the same kind as the 
rest – but a city could not nominate its own citizen as proxenos. The Hal-
ikarnassian’s presence might be explained if he were entered as the guar-
antor (ἔγγυος) of the proxenos mentioned in the line above. 19  But it 
would be strange if only one proxenos were to have such a guarantor in 
our list. If the list forms part of a list of proxenoi or new citizens it should 
be considered a pierre errante or a misattribution among the many non-
Halikarnassian stones of the Bodrum Museum. 

Members  of  a  garr ison?  

The presence of a Halikarnassian in the list would, at first sight at least, 
not present a problem if what we have is a list of mercenaries. In fact, the 
provenance of the persons on our list could reflect the diverse, even fluc-
tuating, composition of a garrison stationed in Halikarnassos. Evidence 
for the presence of a Ptolemaic garrison comes from Athens, in the well-
known honorific decree for the Athenian Kallias of Sphettos, which was 
passed in 270/69 BC for his services to the Athenians.20 In the long enu-
meration of his merits, it is said that Kallias continued to assist his home-
city in diplomatic matters having to do with the Ptolemies, while being 
stationed in Halikarnassos as commander of a garrison of mercenaries. 
From this Athenian decree we thus know of the Ptolemaic garrison in 

 
18 Cf. Mack 2015: Appendix: 4.2 A with Fig. A. 14., a supplementary catalogue of prox-

enoi from Chios (early third century BC).  
19 Aitolian lists have, except for the oldest, the new proxenos in the dative, followed 

by his egguos in the nominative. Mack 2015: Appendix: 1. 
20 IG II3 911. 
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Halikarnassos in the year 270/69; this provides only a terminus ante 
quem for its arrival, which is more probably situated in ca. 280 BC or 
shortly thereafter.21 

A mercenary from Halikarnassos might be stationed in his hometown, 
as a recently published inscription from Lykian Limyra shows.22 The in-
scription is broken at the top, but some of the heading is preserved and 
below it 18 men are listed by name, patronym and ethnic. Whenever 
there is more than one man from the same city or region, they are 
grouped together, but each has his own full entry, including the ethnic. 
There are slightly more city ethnics than regional ones.23 The men listed 
are members of a Ptolemaic garrison, among them two citizen of Limyra, 
the city where the garrison was placed. The differences with our inscrip-
tion are not insignificant, however: the inscription from Limyra was 
made on one occasion; it is one cutter’s work. The 18 men listed (all in 
the nominative case) were members of the association of Basilistai and 
made a common dedication. If the list at the Bodrum Museum is a list of 
mercenaries from Halikarnassos its varied form remains a riddle. 

Concluding  remarks  

The unifying element in the list of men dating to probably the first half 
of the third century BC seems to be that all men listed received an official 
honour. While the honour will have been of the same kind for all, the 
reason for bestowing it may have varied. 

The combination of ethnics in the list would agree with either a non-
Halikarnassian list of proxenoi or a Halikarnassian list of mercenaries. 
The variation in letterforms as well as the shift in syntax seem to bear 
witness to the names having been entered in batches and on different 

 
21 For the political relations of Halikarnassos in the early 3rd century BC cf. now Car-

bon and Isager 2021; Carbon, Isager & Pedersen 2021.  
22 Wörrle 2015: SEG 65:1469, ca. 250-200 BC. See also SEG 60:1536 (ca. 250 BC, possibly 

277/76, Wörrle 2010. Incidentally, Kallias is known to have been a commander of 
the Ptolemaic garrison earlier in Limyra (ca. 300 BC): Wörrle 2019. 

23 In parallel with the text from Bodrum, the list from Limyra includes two mercenar-
ies from Aspendos, one from Kalymna and one from Kyrene. 
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occasions: this would fit especially a mainly chronological list of prox-
enoi. Nevertheless, mercenaries or members of the Ptolemaic garrison 
stationed in Halikarnassos cannot be excluded. 

There are too many unknowns for us yet to reach a definitive conclu-
sion on the type and context of the inscription. 
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Fig. 1 Inv. no. 6665. I. Halik. *291 (Danish Halikarnassos Project) 
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Fig. 2 Ibid.  


